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November 15, 2001 

ATTN: EXAMINER K. NGUYEN 
Box AF 

Honorable Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

REQUEST FOR RECONS IDERATION 

In response to a November 15, 2001 telephone interview with the Examiner, Applicants 
respectfully submit the following request for reconsideration. Furthermore, Applicants attorney 
graciously thank the Examiner for his courtesies in the telephone interview. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the finality of the previous Office 
Action based on a several inconsistencies. While the Exarniner has indicated that the rejections 
presented in Paper No. 17 were made with reference to prior art already within the record, 
Applicants respectfully submit that several inconsistencies warrant the rescission of the finality 
of the previous rejection of claims 24, 28-33 and 38-55. Moreover, Applicants submit the 
finality of the rejection is inconsistent with 37 CFR 1 .1 13 and MPEP 706.07. 

As a cursory review, in the Office Action, dated August 14, 2001, all pending claims 
were finally rejected based on 3 separate and distinct rejections. 

1) Claims 24, 28-33 and 38-48 were finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Kou in view of Zenda (5,559,525). 

2) Claims 24, 28-48 were finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Caine. 

3) Claims 49-55 were finally rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Caine in view of Zenda. 
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Regarding the rejection of claims 24 and 28-33 and 38-48 over Kou and Zenda, 
Applicants respectfully submit this rejection is a ' W rejection. As the Examiner noted in the 
phone interview of 11/15/01, claims 24 and 28-48 were previously rejected in an Office Action 
dated October 15, 1999, to which the Applicants respectfully contest. Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration based on the following: 

(a) In the 10/15/99 Office Action, claims 1-41 were rejected as being unpatentable over a 
combination of Kou in view of Zenda (Patent No. 4,980,678) in view of Zenda (Patent 
No. 5,559,255). In the 8/14/01 Office Action, claims 24 and 28-48 were finally rejected 
as being unpatentable over Kou in view of Zenda (Patent No. 5,559,255) - a different 
combination of prior art references. 

(b) Claims 24 and 28^11 were first rejected over Kou in view of Zenda (5,559,255) in the 
8/14/01 Office Action. 

(b) Claims 24 and 28-41 were originally rejected on October 15, 1999 in view of the Kou 
and Zenda (4,980,678) and Zenda (5,559,255). Therefore, claims 42-48 were first 
rejected over Kou in view of Zenda (5,559,255) in the 8/14/01 Office Action. 

(d) The claims rejected in the 10/15/99 Office Action, have been since amended. 
Therefore, claims 24 and 28-41, as amended, were first rejected over Kou in view of 
Zenda (5,559,255) in the 8/14/01 Office Action. 



Regarding the rejection of claims 24, 29-33 and 38-55 as being unpatentable over Caine 
(and Caine in view of Zenda), Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection of these claims as 
a final rejection is improper. Request for reconsideration is based on the following: 

(a) Claims 49-55 were originally presented for review in the Amendment filed 5/31/01. 
The claims provide a new combination of claimed limitations, therefore claims 49-55 
were first rejected over Caine in view of Zenda in the 8/14/01 Office Action. 

(b) In the 3/7/01 Office Action, claims 42-48 were rejected as being unpatentable over 
Caine in view of Odryna. Upon close inspection of pages 3 and 4 of the 3/7/01 Office 
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Action, claims 24, 29-33 and 38-41 were rejected as being unpatentable over Cahie, but 
claims 42-48 (see Paragraph No. 7) "refer to the previous rejections as applied to claims 
14, 17-19 and 21-23" which were rejected over Caine in view of Odryna. Therefore, 
claims 42-48 were first rejected over Caine in the 8/14/01 Office Action. 

(c) In the 11/15/01 telephone interview with the Examiner, Examiner Nguyen asserted 
that claims 42-48 should have been properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Caine in view of Zenda instead of being rejected over Caine. 
Applicant submits the following: 

(i) Upon the Examiner's assertion, claims 42-48 were first rejected over Caine in 
view of Zenda in the 8/14/01 Office Action; and 

(ii) In view of the Examiner's assertion, Applicants were never given proper 
notice of the proper rejection and the chance to respond accordingly. 

In view of each above-noted inconsistency, and the totality of thereof, Applicants 
respectfully request rescission of the finality of the previous Office Action. Applicants 
respectfully seek the opportunity to respond to the Examiner's position with regard to the above- 
noted references. More specifically, Applicants request an opportunity to respond to the 
Examiner's asserted rejection of claims 42-48 over Caine in view of Zenda, in view of the 
11/15/01 Phone interview. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner was initially contacted on November 
14, 2001 to discuss the reconsideration of the finality of the present Office Action. At the 
Examiner's request, a phone interview was conducted on 11/15/01, after the statutory period for 
reply. Therefore, it is submitted that no fees shall be due with the submittal of this request for 
reconsideration, as it was originally presented within the statutory period for reply. However, 
the Patent Office is authorized to charge any fees necessary to charge account 22-0259, if so 
mandated. 
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Once again, Applicants' attorney extends thanks to the Examiner for the 1 1/15/01 phone 
interview and respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the finality of the previous 
Office Action (Paper No. 17). The Examiner is invited to contact the below-signed attorney to 
further advance the present case. 



November 15,2001 

Vedder Price Kaufman & Kammholz 
222 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 2600 
Chicago, IL 60601 
(312) 609-7500 
Facsimile: (312) 609^5005 



Respectfully submitted, 




TjmomyABechen 
Reg. No. 48,126 
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312-809-7S00 
FACSIMILE: 312-B09-5QO5 
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Name: 

Firm: 

City/State 

Fax No.: 703-872-9314 

Confirmation No.: 703-872-9313 

Client No.: 00100.98.1117 

From: T. J. Bechen 

Sender's Ext.: 7870 

Number of pages including cover 
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Examiner K. Nguyen GROUP 2600 AFTER FINAL 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington, D.C. 



Date: November IS, 2001 
Time: 



Special instructions to receiving operator: 

OFFICIAL SUBMISSION -PLEASE TAKE TO Examiner K. Nguyen IMMEDIATELY 
Message 

Dear Examiner Onuaku: 

Attached please find Request for Reconsideration for SN 09/032,863, filed March 2, 1 998, Inventor: 
Grigor et al. entitled METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR CONFIGURING MULTIPLE 
DISPLAYS ASSOCIATED WITH A COMPUTING SYSTEM. 

If you have any problems with this transmittal, ^^Z^^^^ 

please call 312 609-5001 - individual or entity to which It is addressed and may 

Our Fax Number is 312-609-5005, contain information that is privileged, confidential and 

exempt from disclosure under applicable law. if the 
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, 
or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of 
the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying 
of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this communication in error, please 
Fax Operator: notify us immediately by telephone at 312^609-5001 , 

and return this original message to us at the above 
address via the U.S. Postal Service. Thank you. 
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To: Tim Bechen 


From Kevin M. Nguyen 


Application/Control Number 09/032,863 


Art Unit 2674 


Fax No j 312-609-5005 ext E*£o&e/n 


Phone No.: 703-305-6209 


Voice No.: 312-609-7870 


Return Fax Noj 703-872-9314 


Re: 
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□ Urgent □ For Review □ For Comment [X] For Reply □ Per Your Request 



Comments: 



Number of pages 2 including this page 



STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY 

This facsimile transmission is an Official U.S. Government document which may contain information which is privileged and 
confidential. It is intended only for use of the recipient named above. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this document is strictly prohibited. If this document is received in error, you are requested to 
immediately notify the sender at the above indicated telephone number and return the entire document in an envelope 
addressed to: 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 



